Proclaiming himself as a "self-appointed oracle," Bernstein believes that we should make some struggles for our language so that we may write carefully and correctly. Known as the past authority of the written word for the New York Times, he concludes that language has changed but only slightly, arguing that the problem to write clearly is the failure to understand the difference between speaking and writing. The Careful Writer, then, makes the distinction between spoken and written word choices. However, in his Dos, Dont's and Maybes of English Usage (1977) , he is more open to language change and sees a place for informal expressions in written prose. Although his texts are a must for the careful writer, his judgements should be closely scrutinized.
Bryant, Margaret, M., Ed. Current American Usage. New York: Funk and Wagnalls, 1962. More scholarly than others, this text is largely based on the findings of the National Council of Teachers of English's Committee on Current English Usage, begun in 1951 to study controversial points in usage for both teachers and the general public. Avoiding the dictionary labels of "standard" and "nonstandard," Bryant describes how Americans at all levels of education actually do speak and write but with clear distinctions among the cultivated, less cultivated, and uneducated users of language. Her advice for language etiquette, however, is that it's best to follow the style of the admired user of language. A worthwhile text for English and Language Arts teachers interested in NCTE's position on usage during the 50's. In their preface the authors argue that since language changes that "no one can say how a word ought to be used," that the best one can do is show how it is being used-this is the purpose of grammatical study. Although they have a preference for literary form over the technical one found in journals, they attempt to show what is accepted as good English. Finding that there is more than one accepted way of using a standard written or spoken English, they make distinctions between informal and formal usage. Because they reserve judgement about the use of words in various dialects, their text is considered to contain liberal views on usage. In spite of the label, this text is held in high regard by both traditionalists and liberationists. 
